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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 5-28-08 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 5-28-08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. As to applicant argument of the term function, please note that prior explanation 
mailed on 4-28-08 of the term function, was an explanatory example to the arguments 
filed on 3-28-08. Note that the claim does not require a specific function. As previously 
explained in the prior office action; the help signal in Swanson is generated during a 
partial execution of a dial operation [function] in a mobile radio device (see fig. 5 and 
corresponding sections of the fig.). Thereby, the dial operation is the main function 
which is completed when the phone returns to the on-hook state. Also, please note that 
the term is a broad term which may have several interpretations reading on the claim. 

4. Regarding applicant argument that in Glatzer the illumination is not in response 
to a request for help by the user, and therefore is not "help information."; for 
examination purposes help information is being interpreted as any information or data 
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that help the user to operate the device or accomplish the desired task, according to 
that interpretation the Glatzer teachings reads on the limitations. The examiner 
appreciates the clarification on claim 5, however since Swanson discloses that the user 
request the help information (see fig. 5, steps 103, 105), the combination of Swanson 
and Glatzer still disclose the new limitations. 

5. Also applicant arguments that the reference not should be combined because 
Swanson uses audio help and Glatzer uses visual help; the examiner previously 
indicated that both references are directed to help the user to operate the device and 
would be obvious to combine to one of the ordinary skills in the art; additionally 
combining audio with visual [help] content is a common and well-known technique 
called audiovisual which would be obvious to one of the ordinary skills in the art to use. 
A combination of Swanson and Glatzer would bring a device that when a help button is 
press the available keys that have help information would illuminate to let the user know 
which keys he can have further help information. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 



Application/Control Number: Page 4 

10/500,488 

Art Unit: 2617 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

8. Claims 5-6 and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Sawson US 200201 41 549A1 in view of Glatzer US 20050078090A1 . 

As to claim 5, Sawnson discloses a method for outputting help information on a 
mobile radio device, comprising the steps of: generating a help signal during a partial 
execution a mobile radio device function (see fig. 5, item 105; par. 0039, 0047); 
processing the help signal in response to a request for help in relation to the partially 
executed function; generating help information in response to the processing, wherein 
the help information comprises acoustic information (see fig. 5, item 103,105; par. 0036, 
0047-0051 ). Swanson does not specifically disclose one or more signals that effect a 
visual change on at least one of a plurality of buttons of the mobile radio device. In an 
analogous art, Glatzer discloses one or more signals that effect a visual change on at 
least one of a plurality of buttons of the mobile radio device (see par. 0001 , 0046-0055). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine these teachings to provide a fast and simple way to indicate 
available buttons, thereby helping the user (see par. 0001 of Glatzer). 

As to claim 6, Swanson discloses everything as explained above except for the 
method wherein the visual change is the illumination of the at least one button at a level 
that is different from the plurality of buttons. In an analogous art, Glatzer discloses the 
method wherein the visual change is the illumination of the at least one button at a level 
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that is different from the plurality of buttons (see par. 0001, 0046-0055). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine these teachings to provide a fast and simple way to indicate 
available buttons, thereby helping the user (see par. 0001 of Glatzer). 

As to claim 8, Swanson discloses everything as explained above except for the 
method wherein the visual change is a turning off of the at least one button. In an 
analogous art, Glatzer discloses the method wherein the visual change is a turning off 
of the at least one button (see par. 0047-0050). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine these 
teachings to provide a fast and simple way to indicate available buttons, thereby helping 
the user (see par. 0001 of Glatzer). 

As to claim 9, Swanson discloses method wherein the acoustic information 
comprises voice output of a help text via a speaker in the mobile radio device (see par. 
0036, 0047-0051 ). 

9. Claims 7 and 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sawson in view of Glatzer as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Hull 
US006720863B2. 

As to claim 7, Sawanson and Glatzer disclose everything as explained above 
except for the method, wherein the visual change is a repeated illumination of the at 
least one button. In an analogous art, Hull discloses the method, wherein the visual 
change is a repeated illumination of the at least one button (see col. 5, lines 35-38; col. 
6, lines 1-16). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of the invention to repeat the illumination for the simple and quick 
indication of the available keys or choices. 

As to claim 10, Sawanson disclose a device function that is being partially 
executed (see fig. 5). Swanson and Glatzer do not specifically disclose the method 
wherein the help information is generated in a predetermined sequence. In an 
analogous art, Hull discloses the method wherein the help information is generated in a 
predetermined animation sequence (see col. 11, lines 3-8). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to animate 
the keys for the simple and quick indication of the keys function. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARCOS L. TORRES whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7926. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 am - 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-252-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/George Eng/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Marcos L Torres/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



